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to accept a fresh proposal for a sixty-day truce which was put forward
on the 23rd March by the A.B.C.P. Group (this time, with the support
of the Neutral Commission) unless an agreement regarding the limits
of the zone which was to be the subject of arbitration was reached
before the truce came into force. When Bolivia, towards the end of
April, rejected a final appeal from Argentina and Chile that she
should not incur responsibility for the failure of the negotiations, and
expressed resentment at what she declared to be an attempt to
'impose' a settlement upon her, the Argentinian and Chilean Govern-
ments decided that they could not usefully carry their efforts at
mediation any farther. On the 5th May, Bolivia suggested to the
Neutral Commission that they should begin a fresh attempt to find a
solution by persuading Paraguay to define the extent of her territorial
claims, in order to prepare the way for negotiation on an agreement
for arbitration. When the Neutral Commission invited the A.B.C.P.
Group to confer with them on the possibilities of joint action, Argen-
tina and Chile not only declined the invitation, but also notified
Bolivia and Paraguay that their mediation was at an end. This was
the position when, on the 10th May, 1933, the Paraguayan Govern-
ment issued a decree declaring that a state of war existed between
Bolivia and Paraguay.
This action on the part of Paraguay was not unexpected. Early
in March the Senate and the Chamber of Deputies at Asuncion had
authorized the President to declare war, and it was generally believed
that the issue of the decree had only been postponed at the request
of the A.B.C.P. Group, who hoped that their attempts at mediation
might meet with greater success than those of the Neutral Com-
mission at Washington. The Paraguayan Government must have
been aware that, in taking the grave step of declaring war, they ran
the risk of forfeiting the sympathy of neutral countries—most of
whom had been inclined, on the whole, to take the view that Bolivia
was more to blame than Paraguay for the state of affairs in the Chaco.
But this consideration was outweighed by the hope that a declaration
of war would oblige Chile and the other three countries whose territory
surrounded Bolivia to put a stop to the transit of munitions destined
for Bolivia through their ports and along their railways. At the begin-
ning of May 1933 the Bolivian drive against the Paraguayan forces
which blocked the way to the Paraguay River was at the height of its
intensity, and the Paraguayan Government were therefore particularly
anxious that the supply of war material should be checked. During
the early months of the conflict Paraguay had hoped that the Chilean
Government would definitely refuse to permit the transport of

